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DETAILED ACTIONS 



Drawings 



1. The drawings are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Fig.2: Term " 200 " designated for "BUS 200 " is not compliant with the 

specification shown in page 8 lines 3-19. Examiner suggests changing this term to 

" 201 " to be compliant with the specification. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the 

Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings 

will not be held in abeyance. 



2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the following informalities: 
Term "packets form" shown in page 17 line 6 is not appropriate. Examiner 

suggests changing this term to "packets from". 

Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 



3. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

a) Term "packets form" shown in page 4 Mne 18 is not appropriate. Examiner 
suggests changing this term to "packets from". 

b) Term "MSG server 150" shown in page 5 line 20 is not appropriate. Examiner 
suggests changing this term to "MSG server 160". 

c) Term "client 130, MSG server" shown in page 5 line 21 is not appropriate. 
Examiner suggests changing this term to "client 130, MSG server 160". 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Abstract 



Specification 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

6. Claim 17 recites the limitation "and farther wherein the one or more 
processors runs a messaging server that receives forwarded messages from the 
messaging client of the second electronic system" in lines 5-7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim since the one or more processors 
can be confused with the one or more processors that recited in Claim 16 line 8. 

Furthermore, there is no any coupling (connection) between the messaging client 
of the second client electronic system and the messaging server (it is a different 
messaging server from that as recited in Claim 16 line 9); thereby, how could the 
messaging server receive forwarded messages (message packets) forwarded from the 
messaging client of the second client electronic system to the messaging server? 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 
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8. Claims i, 4, 6, 9, 11 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Orfali et al. (US Publication: "Client/Server Survival Guide", 1999, 
Pages 127-201, Third Edition, Publisher: John Wiley & Sons, USA). 

a) Regarding to Claim i: Orfali et al. (Orfali) (provided by IDS #5) 
disclosed a method comprising: 

generating a packet [see Fig, 7-14: step 1, order (sign)] in response to a 
predetermined event [seepage 155: step 1, Jeri places an order]; 

storing the packet locally [see Fig, 7-14: the process between steps 1 and 2, and 
seepage 155: step 2, merchant's server program (hence^ the packet is storing at 
Merchant's location before forwarding to the Bank via the step 2); in which, Customer 
Jeri and Merchant are treated as at the Client side, and the Bank and Visa are treated 
as at Server side]; 

forwarding the packet with a client messaging application to a server messaging 
application [see Fig. 7-14: step 2, and seepage 155, in step 1: an electronic shopping 
card enclosed her encrypted credit card number (a client messaging application), in 
which the merchant is a client server] vidi a network connection managed by the client 
messaging application [see Fig. 7-14: the cloud network covering the steps 2 and 5]; and 

dispatching the packet with the server messaging application [see Fig. 7-14: step 
3, and seepage 155, in step 3: if the card is still OK and if Jeri has enough credit to 
cover the transaction (hence, the server messaging application), in which the Bank is a 
messaging server] a messaging handler that processes the packet [see Fig.7-14: VISA 
and Master Card]. 
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b) Regarding to Claim 4: Orfali disclosed the method of claim 1 further 
comprising: 

generating an acknowledge message in response to the packet being dispatched 
to the messaging handler [see Orfali, Fig. 7-14: OK (signed) (an acknowledge message) 
on step 5; and step 4 (in response to the packet being dispatched to the messaging 
handler)]; and 

communicating the acknowledge message from the messaging server application 
to the messaging client application [see Orfali, Fig.7'14: step 5], 

c) Regarding to Claim 6: Orfali disclosed an article comprising: 
generating a packet [see Fig, 7-14: step i]in response to a predetermined event 

[seepage 155: step 1, Jeri places an order]; 

storing the packet locally [see Fig. 7-14: the process between steps 1 and 2, and 
seepage 155: step 2, merchant's server program (hence the packet is storing at 
Merchant's location before forwarding to the Bank via the step 2); in which, Customer 
Jeri and Merchant are treated as at the Client side, and the Bank and Visa are treated 
as at Server side]; 

forwarding the packet with a client messaging application to a server messaging 
application [see Fig.7'14: step 2, and seepage 155, in step 1: an electronic shopping 
card enclosed her encrypted credit card number (a client messaging application), in 
which the merchant is a client server] vidi a network connection managed by the client 
messaging application [see Fig. 7-14: the cloud network covering the steps 2 and 5]; and 

dispatching the packet wdth the server messaging application [see Fig. 7-14: step 
3, and seepage 155, in step 3: if the card is still OK and if Jeri has enough credit to 
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cover the transaction (hence the server messaging application), in which the Bank is a 
messaging server] a messaging handler that processes the packet [see Fig. 7-14: VISA 
and Master Card], 

d) Regarding to Claim 9: Orfali disclosed the article of claim 6 further 
comprising: 

generating an acknowledge message in response to the packet being dispatched 
to the messaging handler [see Orfali, Fig. 7-14: OK (signed) (an acknowledge message) 
on step 5; and step 4 (in response to the packet being dispatched to the messaging 
handler)]; and 

communicating the acknowledge message from the messaging server application 
to the messaging client application [see Orfali, Fig. 7-14: step 5]. 

e) Regarding to Claim 11: Orfali disclosed a computer data signal 
comprising: 

generating a packet [see Fig. 7-14: step i]m response to a predetermined event 
[seepage 155: step 1, Jeri places an order]; 

storing the packet locally [see Fig. 7-14: the process between steps 1 and 2, and 
seepage 155: step 2, merchant's server program (hence the packet is storing at 
Merchant's location before forwarding to the Bank via the step 2); in which, Customer 
Jeri and Merchant are treated as at the Client side, and the Bank and Visa are treated 
as at Server side]; 

forwarding the packet with a client messaging application to a server messaging 
application [see Fig.7-14: step 2, and seepage 155, in step 1: an electronic shopping 
card enclosed her encrypted credit card number (a client messaging application), in 
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which the merchant is a client server] via a network connection managed by the client 
messaging application [see Fig./-14: the cloud network covering the steps 2 and 5]; and 

dispatching the packet with the server messaging application [see Fig.y-14: step 
3, and see page 155, in step 3: if the card is still OK and ifJeri has enough credit to 
cover the transaction (hence the server messaging application), in which the Bank is a 
messaging server] a messaging handler that processes the packet [see Fig. 7-14: VISA 
and Master Card], 

f) Regarding to Claim 14: Orfali disclosed the computer data signal of 
claim 11 further comprising: 

generating an acknowledge message in response to the packet being dispatched 
to the messaging handler [see Orfali, Fig. 7-14: OK (signed) (an acknowledge message) 
on step 5; and step 4 (in response to the packet being dispatched to the messaging 
handler)]; and 

communicating the acknowledge message from the messaging server application 
to the messaging client application [see Orfali, Fig.7'14: step 5]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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10. Claims 2, 7 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Orfali et al. (US Publication: "Client/Server Survival Guide", 1999, Pages 127-201, 
Third Edition, Publisher: John Wiley & Sons, USA) in view of Renouard et al. (US 
Patent No. 6,161,123). 

Orfali disclosed a method, an article, and a computer signal in a network as 
shown in Fig.7-14. 

Orfali failed to explicitly disclose a packet, which includes a target identifier 
and a variable length data field. Renouard et al. (Renouard) clearly taught such a 
packet [see Renouard, col.3 lines 28-29: an identifier of the destination; and see coin 
lines 22-27: a variable length data field 1020]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to provide such a packet throughout the fundamental 
framework of Orfali, as taught by Renouard in order to distinguish a destination and use 
for transmitting data messages, the motivation being able to provide a successful 
transfer to an appropriate destination. 

11. Claims 5, 10 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Orfali et al. (US Publication: "Client/Server Survival Guide", 1999, Pages 127-201, 
Third Edition, Publisher: John Wiley & Sons, USA) in view of Trenbeath et al. (US 
Patent No. 6,324,587). 

Orfali disclosed a method, an article, and a computer signal in a network as 
shown in Fig.7-14. 
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Orfali failed to explicitly disclose the method, article and computer signal 
further comprising dropping the packet from the local storage in response to the 
acknowledge message being received by the messaging client application. 

Trenbeath et al. (Trenbeath) explicitly disclosed dropping the packet from 
the local storage in response to the acknowledge message being received by the 
messaging client application [see Trenbeath, col6 lines 32-38, a particular data object 
may be included in a store and forward message and later be removed from that 
message during processing]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to provide such a dropping the packet from the local storage 
after step 6 in Fig.7-14 of Orfali, as taught by Trenbeath in order to save memory for a 
storage in a client system, the motivation being able to execute a program more faster 
since more memory available for such a storage. 

12. Claims 3, 8 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Orfali et al. (US Publication: "Client/Server Survival Guide", 1999, Pages 127-201, 
Third Edition, Publisher: John Wiley & Sons, USA) in view of Renouard et al. (US 
Patent No. 6,161,123) as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of Verkler et al. 
(US Patent No. 6,157,941). 

Orfali disclosed wherein the message server application selects a messaging 
handler from a plurality of messaging handlers based on the target identifier [see Orfali, 
Fig.7-14: Bank (message server application); step 3 specifically pointed to VISA (a 
messaging handler); VISA and Master Card (a plurality of messaging handlers)]. 
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Renouard disclosed the target identifier as described in the Claim 2 above. 

Both Orfali and Renouard failed to explicitly teach selects a messaging 
handler from a plurality of messaging handlers based on the target identifier. 
However, Verker et al. (Verker ) clearly taught such a selection [see Verker, Fig. 2 and 
cohg lines 24-32: Agent event manager 401 handles messages by running one of 
message handlers 402-404], 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to provide such a selection based on the target identification of 
a handler throughout the VISA and Master Card of Orfali, as taught by Verker in order 
to select an appropriate destination, the motivation being able to make Orfali more 
efficient. 

13. Claims 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Orfali et al. (US Publication: "Client/Server Survival Guide", 1999, Pages 127-201, 
Third Edition, Publisher: John Wiley & Sons, USA) in view of Akatsu et al. (US Patent 
No. 6,496,862). 

a) Regarding to Claim 16: Orfali disclosed a network architecture 
comprising: 

a server electronic system coupled to the client electronic system, the server 
electronic system having one or more processors to run one or more programs in a 
memory system coupled to the processor, wherein the one or more processors runs a 
messaging server that receives forwarded messages from the messaging client and 
processes the messages in a predetermined manner [see Orfali, Fig,7-i4: in which, 
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Bank and Visa Master Card are considered as at the location of the server electronic 
system of the instant claim; whereas, Customer Jeri and Store are treated as at the 
client electronic system of the instant claim; and the cloud network is used to connect 
the server electronic system and the client electronic system together; furthermore, the 
Visa Master Card has been treated as the processor of the instant claim, hence, this 
processor would run programs (message packets) to clarify the status (predetermined 
manner) of the Customer Jeri], 

Orfali failed to clearly disclose the following electronic subject matters: 

a client electronic system having one or more processors to run one or more 
programs and a memory system coupled to the processor, the memory system to store 
one or more message packets, wherein the one or more processors also runs a 
messaging client that forwards message packets stored in the memory system. 
However, Akatsu clearly disclosed such electronic subject matters as follows: 

a client electronic system [see Akatsu, Fig.g: 908/ having one or more processors 
[see Akatsu, Fig, 2: 104] to run one or more programs [see Akatsu, C0I3 lines 43-44: 
data packet] and a memory system coupled to the processor, the memory system to 
store one or more message packets [see Akatsu, Fig, 7: 720 and 706], wherein the one or 
more processors also runs a messaging client that forwards message packets stored in 
the memory system [see Akatsu: See Fig. 24: 2700 (a messaging client); and see C0L3 
line 53: forwarding the output data packet to the external network]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to provide such electronic subject matters throughout the 
fundamental framework of Orfali, as taught by Akatsu for a purpose of hardware 
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implementation, the motivation is being explicitly provided an appropriate hardware to 
an electronic shopping and payment infrastructure system of Orfali. 

b) Regarding to Claim 17: Orfali disclosed network architecture as shown 
in Fig.7-14. 

Both Orfali and Akatsu failed to clearly disclose a second client electronic 
system having one or more processors to run one or more programs and a memory 
system coupled to the processor, the memory system to store one or more message 
packets, wherein the one or more processors also runs a messaging client that forwards 
message packets stored in the memory system, and further wherein the one or more 
processors runs a messaging server that receives forwarded messages from the 
messaging client of the second client electronic system and processes the messages in a 
predetermined manner. However, the claimed limitation of the second client electronic 
system is the same as that of the first client electronic system as recited in Claim 16 was 
described above. 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to provide such electronic subject matters 
throughout the electronic components of Akatsu, as taught by the applicant for a 
purpose of hardware implementation for a second client electronic system like the first 
client electronic system, the motivation being able to implement a plurality of client 
systems in an electronic shopping and payment infrastructure system of Orfali. 



• 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anthony T Ton whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8956. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:00 am - 4:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Douglas W 01ms can be reached on 703-305-4703. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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